97t Coxarees | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { Rxrorr
2d Session - No. 97-888

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FOR THE DISABLED
ACT OF 1983

Szrrzaamm 28, 1082 —Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union and ordered to be primted

Mr. Diwaxis, from the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
submitted the following

REPORT
mm'am
[Including cost estimate of the Oongressional Budget Office]

The Committes on and Commerce, to whom was referred
the bill (8. 2355) to amend Commumcatxons Act of 1084 to provide
that- persons with impaired areensuredmsonubleweemto
telep oneaemee,hl b:.lfort favorably there-
on with amendments reoommmdthsttha as amended do pass.

The amendments are as follows:

‘Btrike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the
following :

mummumdumwmmmmwwot

Bm.z.mOoure-ﬂndsthnt—

(1) all persons should have available the best telephone service which is
technologically and economically feasible ;

(2) currently available technolouheap.hleofpmﬂdln(mlephomnn-
ice to some individuals who, because of hearing impairments, require tele-
phone reception by means of hearing aids with induction coils, or other
inductive receptors;

(8) the lack of technical standards ensuring compatibility between hearing
alds and telephones has prevented receipt of the best telephone service which
is technologically and economically feasible ; and

(4) adoption of technical standards is required in order to ensure com-
patibility between telephones and hearing aids, thereby accommodating the
needs of individuals with hearing impairments.

8rc. 8. Title VI of the Communications Act of 1834 (47 U.8.C. 601 et seq.) is
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section:

“IELEPHONE SERVICE FOR THE DISABLED

“Bro, 610. () The Commission shall establish such regulations as are neces-
;:zimemummmmblemtotelephmembymwlthlmmtmd
ng.
%(b) The Commission shall require Lhat essential telephones provide internal
means for effective use with hearing aid that are specially designed for telephone
89-008 O
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use. For purposes of this subsection, the term ‘essential telephones’ means only
coin-operated telephones, telephones provided for emergency use, and other tele-
phones frequently needed for use by persons using such hearing aids.

“(¢) The Commission shall establish or approve such technical standards as
are required to enforce this section.

“(d) The Commission shall establish such requirements for the labeling of
packaging materials for equipment as are needed to provide adequate Informa-
tion to consumers on the compatibility between telephones and hearing aids.

“(e), In any rulemaking to implement the provisions of this section, the Com-
mission shall specifically consider the costs and benefits to all telephone users,
tncluding persons with and withont hearing impairments. The Commission shall
ensure that regulations adopted to implement this section encourage the use of
currently available technology and do not discourage or impair the development of
improved technology.

“(f) The Commission shall complete rulemaking actions required by this sec-
tion and issue specific and detailed rules and regulations resulting therefrom
within one year after the date of enactment the Telecommunications for the
Disabled Act of 1882. Thereafter the Commission shall periodically review such
rules and regulations. Except for coin-operated telephones and telephones pro-
vided for emergency use, the Commission may not require the retrofitting of
equipment to achieve the purposes of this section.

“(g) Any common carrier or connecting carrier mAy provide speclalized ter-
minal equipment needed by persons whose hearing, speech, vislon, or mobility
is impaired. The State commission may sllow the carrier to recover in its tariffs
for regulated service reasocnable and prudent costs not charged directly to users
of such equipment.

“(h) The Commission shall delegate to each Btate commisxion the authority
to enforce within such State compliance with the specific regulations that the
Oommirsion issues under subsections (a) and (b), conditioned upon the adoption
and enforcement of such regulations by the State commission.”.

Amend the title so as to read:

A bill to amend the Communications Act of 1934 to provide reasonable access
to telephone service for persons with impaired hearing and to enable telephone
companjes to accommodate persons with other physical disabilities.

.PunrosnmSUmu

The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982 directs the
Federal Communications Commission (the Commission) to address
the need of persons with impaired hearing to have reasonable access
to telephone rervice. In erticular, the Act requires the Commission to
establicsh uniform standards to ensure that essential telephones are
compatible with hearing aids throughout the Nation. The legislation
also permits States to continue programs that subsidize the provision
of specialized terminal equipment to persons with physical disabilities
and thereby assures handicapped persons continued access to vital
telecommunications services at affordable rates.

HrariNgs

The Subcommittee on Telecommunications, Consumer Protection,
and. Finance held hearings on related provisions of H.R. 5158, the
Telecommunications Act of 1982, on February 26, 1982.

Coxurrree CONBIDERATIONS

On September 23, 1982 the full Committee on Energy and Com-
merce met in open markup session and, 2 quorum being pregent, con-
sidered H.R. 7168, adopting one amendment. Following adoption of
s motion to discharge the Subcommittee on Telecommunications, Con-
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sumer Protection, and Finance from further consideration of S. 2355,
a companion Senate bill, the Committee struck the text and long title
of S. 2355 ; substituted therefor the text and long title of H.R. 7168, as
amended by the Committee; and by voice vote, ordered S. 2355, as so
amended, reported to the House.

BaAckaroUND AXD NeEp ror Lrerstation

The Nation’s telephone companies have traditionally ﬁone to sub-
stantial lengths to accommodate the needs of the physically impaired.
Over are years, the Bell System Companies have demonstrated a par-
ticular commitment to providing the feasible service to the handi-
capped. In fact, Alexander G Bell invented the telephone in the
course of his endeavors to aid the deaf. One prominent example of the
continuing efforts of the industry has been the maintenance of public
telephones that are compatible with hearing aids. Today, a in-
operated telephones that the Bell Operating Companies own can be
used withwsﬂfcially designed hearing aids; by the end of this’ltaar,
the same be true of telephones in territories served by G

Presently, telephone companies also cooperate with State utility
commissions to ensure that persons with phyaical disabilities have ac-
cess to our telephone network. Dramatic evidence of this cooperation
is abundant. The totally deaf may obtain teletypewriters from many
local telephone companies. Artificial larynxes developed by Bell Labs
give voices to persons otherwise unable to speak. Persons with severe
mobility impairments can signal an operator by exhaling on a sus-
pended piece of tin foil that connects to a Ozﬁecis telephone. On Se
tember 10, 1982, Bell Labs announced another b: rough for the
disabled—a paralyzed individual would be able to activate u tele-
phone with his volce, speak the tele&hone number, and complete a call
without assistance. In many e physically impaired can afford
these innovations only because local telephone companies provide
these types of equipment below cost. The general ratepayer shares the
unrecovered expenses of including disabled persons in the network.

In most States, carriers work with the State commission to develop
reasonable programs that meet the needs of the hearing aid user and
of other persons with specisl physical problems. But an unintended
consequence of a new government regulation would jeopardize this
status quo and make it impossible for the telephone company effec-
tively to serve the handica .

The final decigsion of the Federal Communications Commission in
the Second Com Ingquiry* is popularly known as Computer I1.
This order, which becomes eflective in January, 1983, would prohibit
telephone oomganies from subsidizing termina quipment and require
-users to pay the full costs of equipment in their homes and places of
business. The Commission proposes to rely upon competition to pro-
vide telephone equipment at affordable prices. For most ratepayers,
deregulation may indeed ensure a competitive market in telephone
sets and eliminate subsidies for such sets from local rates. For the
disabled, however, the ban on cross-subsidization could mean unregu-
lated price increases on the costly devices that are necessary for them
to have access to the telephone network. Disabled persons who are

1 Docket 20828, final deeision released May 3, 1980, 77 F.C.C. 34 384,
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unable to afford the full costs of this e&uipment will lose access to tele-
phone service. This would disserve the statutory goal of universal
service, deprive many individuals of the opf)ortunity to have gainful
employment, and even require institutionalization of those cﬁ:abled

rsons whose heslth must be monitored. The costs to society of such
ost access, including impairment of the quality of life for disabled
Americans, far exceed the costs of maintaining service that the cur-
rent system allows telephone companies to inclllllxﬁe in their general rev-
enue requirements,

The existing regime relies on the private enterprise of telephone
carriers, rather than on a government bureaucracy, to ensure that the
handicapped have access to the universal telephone network. If the
Commission implements Computer II without modification, it would
be unrealistic to expect State and local governments to establish pro-
curement suthorities to gnrchnse and install the equipment vital to
the disabled. Even if the States could assume this burden, it is unlikely
that they could achieve the task as cost-effectively as the telephone

com .

TE;Jgomm.lttee intends this legislation to benefit a specific class of
individuals—those who rely on telephones compatible with hearing
aids or who er:tll{v on other specialized terminal equipment. For years,
the special n of these groups have not received adequate attention
at the Commission. The Commission has taken no action to resolve the
issues raised in Docket 78-50, opened four years ago in order to con-
sider standards for hearing aid compatibility and to resolve problems
facing the deaf. There is no evidence that the Commission gave any
congideration to the needs of the handicapped in the context of the
Second Computer Ingquiry, which precludes State commissions from

%rmiml equipment to be offered under tariff,
) ittee urges the Commission not to underestimate the im-

that inability to use the telephone has on & person with unrau-ed
tearing or other handicaps. The policies set forth in the Telecom-
munications for the ]?isabled Act willl ensure ;hat these indizll')(fl,uals
can participate as self-sustaining employees and consumers in the na-
tional economy and that they can safely and conveniently travel from
State to State with equal access to airports, hotels, restaurants, and
other places of public accommodation.*
Hearing impairments affect a large number of Americans in all age
ups.® The Commission has determined that 10.8 million citizens
ve sufficiently impaired hearing to require the use of a hearing aid.
Four hundred thousand are totally deaf, while twice that number
cannot understand any speech that is not amplified to a level that is
medically dangerous. One of the most frustrating aspects of hearing
impairment and deafness i8 the inability to use telecommunications
media on which modern life has grown so dependent. Persons with
normal hearing may be unable fully to appreciate the pervasivenees of
the telephone in commercial transactions and personal contacts.
The inability to use this instrument, except through an interpreter, is
not only a practical disability but a constant source of dependency and
personal frustration. Conversely, the ability independently to use

f Rach of these concerns is closely connected with interstate commerce, Of. Ketsenback
v. M , 879 U.8. 204, 209 (1964) ; H.R. Rep. No. 914, 88th Conun 1st Bess. at 18,

8 Aecording to the Office of hie Studies at Gallaudet College, more than 7 mil-
lion Americans suffer from aignificant of hearing in both earn. Huring disabilities are
particularly widespread among the elderly
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the telephone may enable persons with other severe handicaps—such
as pars liﬁis; or blindness—to lead self-sufficient lives in ar con-
tact with society. The Committee believes that making the benefits of
the technological revolution in telecommunications available to all
Americans, including those with disabilities, should be a priority of
our national telecommunications policy.
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Reliance on the private sector to provide accees to telecommunica-
tions is particularly appropriate in times of fiscal austerity and con-
traction of government. Ensuring the availability of specialized
equipment may enable handia;m.pll;::lg individuals to support themselves,
and in many cases to avoid institutionalization. The gommittee is par-
ticularly interested in promoting devices that enable the elderly and
the disabled safety to lead independent self-supporting lives. For the

ralyzed vete “hands-off” telephone equipment may mean the

erence betewen being able to live at home and work in an office or
leading a life of constant surveillance in a hospital. Recentli,amdio
devices have been developed that alert a patients’ doctor if he fails
to s periodically that he is not in need of medical assistance.
The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act allows these various
devices to be offered at affordable rates, whether or not a patient is
institutionalized, thereby reducing hospital costs and encouraging
more economic treatment of the phl{aica y impaired as outpatients,

The purpose of the reported bill is not to freeze technology, but
rather to ensure that all persons enjoy the benefits of technological
improvements in the telephone network, whether or not they are dis-
abled. The Committee recognizes that some new technologies will make
improved service possible for the ordinary user, but also may have gl)-
tentially adverse impacts on disabled individuals. For example, the
telephone company may in the future replace opentor-nsslsteg' direc-
tory listings with a video terminal. While offering substantial econo-
mies and 1mproved service to most individuals, such a change would
eliminate a feature of the network.uron which the blind currently rely.
Instead of continuing to offer directly assistance for the blind, the most
economical solution may be to provide specialized terminal equipment,
perhaps actuated by voice, for use by these individuals. Subsection (g)
permits the telephone company to implement these efficient solutions
to the problems of the disa%leg. It allows certain terminal equipment
to be treated as if it were “part of the network,” the costs of which all
users ghare in order to preserve and enhance universality of service,

The Communications Act of 1934 mandates universal service, as do
most State statutes that regulate intrastate communications. To the
extent that a change in the network (such as a reduction in power lev-
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els) confers substantial benefits on most users, but impairs universality
of service by excluding disabled groups (such as persons using hearing
aids), the gommission or State commission may require carriers to
continue using current technologies. By allowing carriers to internalize
in the ratebase the costs of making terminal equipment compatible with
the technological development of the network, the regulatory authority
can reconcile the competing policies and reach an economically supe-
rior result. In testimony, Mr. Dennis Sullivan of AT&T discussed this
need for such flexibility with regard to the hearing impaired:

The door must be left open for future developments. . . .
There may be other solutions to the coupling problemn that are
far superior to today’s inductive coupling. Signal processing
technology—currently available on a chip—could someday
(perhaps within a decade)—through the use of noise can-
cellation techniques and low-frequency emphasis—facilitate
vastly improved accoustic coupling in hearing aids. This tech-
nology is being sued today in satellite transmission circuits.
H aid wearers are entitled to benefit from these and
other advantages that might result from advancing technol-

og%‘his is particularly important in light of the obvious trend
in future telephone technology which is moving toward low-
power, lightwave and digital systems., These future systems
are expected to use new types of receiver units which will offer
many advantages : smaller size, lighter weight, improved voice
quality reception, significantly lower manufacturing costs and
correspondingly lower consumer rates. Unfortunately, these
future systems will also make built-in inductive coupling ca-
pability prohibitively expensive. [ Emphasis supplied.

Effective use of telephones by persons with impaired hearing is the
goal that this legislation seeks to realize. The current arrangements
for inductive coupling are only a means to achieve that goal. The
legislation does not seek to entrench this technology, but rather to
promote new, compatible technologies that provide improved service
to all persons, with or without hearing impairments. Consistent with
this policy, new Section 810(g) of the Communications Act of 1934
maintains an efficient financial mechanism to assure that telephone
companies continue their historic role in making available the best
technologically and economically feasible service to persons with
unpnu'la(c)Fl hearing or other physical disabilities.

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS

Pursuant to clause (2) (& (%A) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committee has made oversight findings
as set forth in this report.

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Pursuant to clause 2(1) (8) (D) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committee on Government Operations
has submitted no oversight findings to the Committee.
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COMMITTEE COST ESTIMATE

In compliance with clause T(a) of Rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the | ittee does not believe that S. 2355
as reported will impose costs on the Federal gﬂt:vernment.. Although
the legislation provides ific instructions with regard to a pending
rulemaking, it believes that expeditious action along the lines sug-
gested is necessary in any event. In all other regards, the Committee

adopted the estimate provided by the i Budget Office.
CoxnaressioNar Bupaxr Orrice Cosr EstiMaTe
U.8. Coxaress,

- Coxommcg?}:. gumrr cl,I -
‘Washing .C., September & A
Hon. Jorx D. DiNarLs, o ’ b

Chasrman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, US. House oﬁop-
resentatives, Rayburn House OfRoe Building, Washington, D.C.
Drar Mz. CHAIRMAN : Pursuant to Section 403 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, the Congressional Budget Office has reviewed
S. 2355, the Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982, as
ordered reported by the House Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Segtember 22, 1982,

. 2355 would require the Federa] Communications Commission
(FCC) to develop regulations to ensure reasonable access to telephone
service to the hearing impaired. While a similar rulemaking has been
initiated by the FCC, the legislation would broaden the authority of
the FCC in this area. Based on information Eerovided by the 1
is estimated that an additional $200,000 could be required for staff time
- plus overhead in 1983 in order to complete this rulemaking within one

vear after the date of enactment, as required in the bill. In addition
1t is likely that a minimum lgvel of monitoring and enforcement would
be required for approximately one year after completion of the rule-
making, although the cost’ of these activities i8 not expected to be
significant. '

Should the Committee so desire, we would be pleased to provide fur-
ther details on this estimate.

Sincerely,

Avios M. Rrvuin, Director.
INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENRT

Pursuant to clause 2(1) (4) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the Committee states that S. 2355 as reported
will have no measurable impact on wages and prices in the national
economy.

SzortoN By SecTioN AnaALysis

Section 1. This section states the short title of the legialn.tion is
“The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982.

Section 2. This section sets forth findings that establish the need
to make available technologies that accommodate persons with im-
paired hearing, and states the policy that all persons, including the
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disabled, should have available the best telecommunications service
that is technologically and economically feasible.

Section 8. This section adds a new section 610, entitled “Telephone
Service for the Disabled,” to the Communications Act of 1934. Such
new section consists of nine subsections, as follows:

S8UBBECTION (a) OF NEW BECTION 610: REASONABLE ACCESS FOR
THE HEARING IMPAIRED

. This subebction directs the attention of the Commission to the spe-
cial problems of persons with impaired hearing. The mandate of the
Commission to ensure reasonable access to telephone service is limited
to regulations and technical standards that ensure the availability
of termineal equipment and transmission service for persons with im-
paired hearing and that ivovem the use of such equipment and its
mtedr:s&nnectlon with telephone services for the transmission of voice
or

These regulations may not impose unnecessary or unjustifiable costs
on any party. Before promu]gaLiJ? any mg'lﬁ‘;tion under this sub-
section, the mission must consider the costs the proposed require-
ments would im and the benefits that would result for the hear-
ing impaired and those with whom they communicate.

SBUBSECTION (b) OF NEW SECTION 610 : COMPATIBILITY OF
ESSENTIAL TELEPHONES

The legislation requires that essential telephones provide internal
means for effective use with hearing aids that are specially designed
for telephone use. Most hearings aids have a built-in telephone pickup,
or “telecoil,” which is acti by a switch on the hearing aid. When
this switch is placed in the “telephone” position, the microphone is
turned off and the hearing aid can be used at full volume without
feedback and with minimal badxlgmundAnoise. Unless this type of
hearing aid becomes technologically obsolete at some future time and
disappears from popular use, it will be considered “specially designed
for telephone use.” Currently, these hearing aids are activated by the
strong magnetic field generated by some 90 percent of all telephone
receivers, such as the Western Electric 500 set.

The Committee chose not to specify that telephones necessarily use
this method, known as “inductive coupling,” in order to encou any
new technology which is at least equal to the quality of use that induc-
tive coupling currently provides.* A telephone that couples inductively
(without the use of a portable adapterg’ would, however, satisfy this

uirement to provide internal means for effective use with heari
aids specially designed for telephone use.® Subsection (b) does not re-
quire telephones to include internal amplifiers ; these devices, which are
available in some public telephones, enhance usc of the telephone b
some persons with impaired hearing, whether or not their hearing ai
are specially designed for telephone use.

¢ Although the additional costs of uukini telerhonn that are compatible with hearing
alds are not now significant, it is possible that improvements in the network—such as a
reduction in power levelsn—may increane thin difcrential in cost.

® Persons with impaired hearing bave complained that external adapters are too bulky
to carry conveniently. draw attention to an s rent disabllity that has been overcome in
all other situations, are susceptible to lomn and damage, and uire lacement of batteries
after *90 hours of use {potcnthlly at an inconvenient time). Western Electric has an-
;}:uneod plans to in uee a newly designed adapter that will mitigate some of these
coaveniences.
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The reported bill does not require all telephones to be compatible
with hearing aids. Rather, the bill preserves consumer choice while
ensuring that the needs of the hearing impaired are fully served. The
legislation focuses on those “essential telephones” to which the hearing
impaired must have access if they are to function effectively in modern
society. Companies are free to manufacture and to market non-com-
patible telephones, and businesses and consumers may purchase these
nstruments for use by persons who do not have hearing impairments.
“Essential Telephones” '

The reported bill sets forth three classes of “essential telephones.”
each of which must be precisely delineated in the rulemaking that the
Commission conducts under new section 610(f). Under no circam-
stances may the Commission designate as an essential telephone any
residential telephone or any other telephone if all the persons who
would normally use it do not have hearing impsairments, The requigp-
ments that fedzml regulations issued pursuant to this subsection im-
pose will preempt any existing or future State or local regulations
that require telephones to provide internal means for effective use with
hearing aids.

“Coin-Operated Telephones”

The term “coin-operated telephone” includes any telephone which
is operated with coins, whether it is located on public property or in
a “semipublic” location (such as a drug store, gas station, or private
club). é)inee gignificant electrical power is required to accept coins,
compatibility is now economical and should continue to be so in the
future. Although the requirement that coin-operated telephones be
retrofitted is universal in application, the overwhelming majority of
coin phones are already hearing-aid compatible,

YT elephones Provided for Emergency Use”

The definition that the rulemaking adopts for “telephone provided
for emergency use” must enumerate the types of locations in which
access to a teleihone may save persons from serious bodily injury,
theft, or a life-threatening situation. The Committee intends that the
term be defined to include voice-carrying devices in elevators, mine-
shafts, and other places where a person with impaired hearing might
be isolated in an emergency. The term must also include telephones
specifically installed to alert the Eoli fire department, or other emer-
gency authorities; typically such a telephone cannot reach other per-
sons on the network. Finally, the Commission should prescribe specific
guidelines for telephones prcvided to avoid life-threatening situa-
tions in hospitals and other institutions in which persons with im-
paired hearing may be confined.

“Telephones Frequently Needed by Persons with Impaired Hearing”
* The third group of essential telephones to be defined by xmle, those
“frequently needed by persons with impaired hearing,” must be hear-
ing-aid compatible, but the legislation specifically prohibits the Com-
mission from requiring equipment installed prior to the effective date
of the Act to be retrofitted. This class includes any telephone that a
carrier makes available for public use that is not either coin-operated
or provided for emergency use. For example, after the date of enact-
ment, new “Charge-a-Call” phones (or at least s reasonable number
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at each location) must be compatible with hearing aids unless they
are in the proximity of compatible phones providing the same range
of service. The Committee intends that the Commission emlg]:ay; Y
common-sense approach; if a usable pay phone is nearby and ily
available, the incompatible instrument is not “needed by the hearing
impaired.”

’Fhe Committee further intends that the Commission include essen-
tial telephones operated by persons other than carriers in this category
after a detailed examination of the costs involved and of the benefits
that the hearing-impaired and those with whom they communicate will
realize. The definitions must be specific and provide detailed guidance
as to the locations where such telephones must be available. These
federal standards will preempt any additional or inconsistent require-
ments by State of local authorities.

Although the following examples of “‘telephones frequentlv needed

by persons with impaired hearinz”_#luatmta.&hg._g.p.teulpf the Com-
mittee, it may be necessary periodically to revise the definition of such
telephones if the incremental coet of making the telephones compatible
increases or decreases.

Places of Business.—In the ahsence of extraordinary costs of im-
plementation, persens with impaired hearing should be confident that
they can effectively use any telephone made generally available to
invitees in a place of business or in & public building, including phones
restricted to local ealling areas or to internal extensions.

Workplaces.—The Committee is also concerned that inability to use
telephones should not impair the productivity of persons using a hear-
ing aid in their place of work. employee with impaired hearing
should have access to at least one compatible telephone unless his duties
would not involve the use of such a telephone if it were available.
Regulations must be sufficiently specific to enable employers to comply
without undue risk of an unexpectedly adverse interpretation in a
subsequent proceeding for compliance. .

Hotels and Motels.—The Committee observes that current law al-
Jows the Commission directly to regulate the offering of telephone
service by hotel and motel owners. See Ambassador, Inc. v. United
States; 328 U.S. 817 (1944). The legislation does not, however, im
costly retﬂuirements on thess businesses. As an alternative to providing
compatible telephones in every room, a hotel may set aside a reasonable
xumber of rooms (under a formula that the regulations will specify)
for the hearing impaired. Alternatively, the hotel owner may main-
taina supp]lyl' of compatible instruments and install them at the request
of a guest who uses a hearing aid.

“Require That Essential Telephones Provide”

The Committee was concerned that the phase requiring essential
telephones to “be designed, manufactured, and operated so as to pro-
vide internal means for effective use with hearing aids” could be con-
strued to permit the FCC to impose a requirement on manufacturers
to design or produce compatible equipment. The reported bill resolves
any such ambiguity by using more direct language : “The Commission
shall require that essential telephones provide internal means for effec-
tive use. . . .” This clarifies the intent of the Committee that com-
pliance depend on how an instrument is used, not how it is manufac-
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tured. It would not violate the Act to design or manufacture a non-
compatible phone, if it is labeled according to applicable lations.
It would violate the Act, however, to use or to connect with the net-
work a noncompatible instrument under circumstances causing it to be
designated an ‘“‘essential telephone,”

The legislation does not impose an obliB:.tion on any specific person
to manufacture compatible equipment. The Committee expects com-
petitive markets to supply equipment for use with hearing aids at
affordable prices. For example, equipment such as the Bell System’s
“U-Type” handset, introduced by Western Electric more than 20 years

has also been manufactured by Northern Telecom, ITT, and
g:’omberg Carlson. According to the Electronic Industries Associa-
tion, over 80 percent of all telephones in the United States are now
compatible. An even larger [)ercentage of essential telephones is al-
y in compliance. The Bell System has installed auxi isu;;v coils to
make all of its coinrl-%)erated telephones and “Charge-a-Call” statyons
compatible, and GTE has announced that it will oom]plete 8 similar
rogram by the end of the year. Western Electric will shortly intro-
Suce & new generation of compatible handsets, so compatible equip-
ment should be widely available in the foreseeable future.

SUBSECTION (¢) OF NEW SECTION 610: TECHNICAL STANDARDS

The Committee notes that the hearing aid industry and the tele-
phone industry have made substantial lfu'ogreas toward establishing
technical standards to ensure compatibility of ing aids and tele-
phones and expects similar efforts to resolve moet conflicting standards
on other areas. The Committee intends the Commission to rely on the
development of standards by industry, bat this section also gives the
Commission authority to set such standards in the absence of indust
agreement or in the event consumers establish that the standard fai
to provide satisfactory results.

’ll‘he (t))ommitt:ee (does not intenlt)il t.echnd ical stdandsrds to freeze ﬁlh-
no y specifying a permissible design and excludi enti
sup?a%xyor alternatives. The Commission should expediti y;::ce t a.ng
new design which is compatible with existing technologies n.ng pro-
vides results which are equivalent or superior to these achieved by an
existing standard.

The Committee intends that any standards established by the Com-
mission (or develored by industry and approved by the Commission)
should be nationally uniform, and that States be preempted from es-
tablishing conflicting technical standards. With the exception of this
subsection and subsection (b), nothing in the legislation changes the
division of jurisdictional responsibility between the Commission and
the State commissions or in any other way diminishes the rights and
authorities of the States as they existed on the date of enactment.

The Committee intends that the application of technical standards
take place in the context of current isgion regulations. Part 68
of the rules of the Commission requires customers connecting terminal
equipment to the public switched network to supply the telephone
company with ration numbers for the types of equipment to be
connected.® In order to make their equipment marketable, manufac-

147 C.F.R. 63102
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turers submit each equipment type to the Commission for registra-
tion, which is approved only if it is determined that the use of the
equipment will not harm the network. The conditions for regi ion
include the performance of environmental simulations, which test the
equipment to be registered in its intended use.” The Committee expects
that the Commission will require manufacturers applying for type
registra.t.ions of telephone sets to specify whether the equipment pro-
vides internal means for effective use with hearing aids, and that engi-
neering tests will verify that uggmentintend for such use meets
the ical standards establ%‘n pursuant to this subsection. For
telephone sets not meeting these standa the Commission would
issue a registration condition on the use of the instrument only in
circumstances that would not cause it to be designated an “eesential
telephone.” This limitation would be clearly disclosed to the purchaser,
who would be prohibited from using the instrument except as a non-
essential telephone,

SUBSECTION (4) OF NEW SECTION 610: LABELING OF PACEAGING MATERIALS

Subsection (d) directs the Commission to develop requirements for

ing materials that explain, in a clear understar;(ﬁable manner,
whether and how persons with impaired hearing may use such equip-
ment effectively. Although the legislation does not specifically require
manufactureres to label telephone equipment, the Committee observes
that it would be desirable for persons using hearing aids to be able
to identify noncompatible telephones whenever tmveﬁng outside their

SUBBECTION (¢) OF NEW SECTION 610: REGULATORY CONSIDRRATIONS

The legislation delegates to the Commission the establishment of
precise requirements in an area of considerable complexity. Moreover.
the Committee expects economic and technological possibilities and
constraints to shift rapidly. Therefore, this subsection states the
policies that the Committee intends to guide the initial rulemaking and
any subsequent revisions,

e Commission must consider the costs and benefits of any regu-
lation implemented or rescinded pursuant to this section. Although
the statutory language refers to “all telephone users, with or without
hesring impairments,” the Committee also intends a consideration of
social costs and benefits indirectly related to telephone use, including
the benefits of reduced institutionalization, increased mobility, and en-
hanced productivity by disabled persons.

SUBSECTION (f) OF NEW SECTION 610 : RULEMAKING ; PROSPECTIVITY

The Committee is ‘concerned by the failure of the Commission ex-

itiously to conclude Docket 78-50, “Telecommunications for the

f and Heari Impaired.” Accordi.ngly, it mandates that the Com-

mission take final action in this rulemaking and issne the regulations
that this section requires within one year.

The Committee also intends that the Commission review regulations

issued under subeections (&), (b), and (c¢) in order to assure that they

747 CF.R. 68.302.
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continue to Ermlride the most cost-effective solution consistent with
(1)

In o:ger to im([)ﬁgment subsection gﬁ), the Committee expects the
Commission to issue conforming modifications relating to specialized
terminal equipment prior to January 1, 1983, the effective date of its
final decision 1n Com. 1I.

The legislation prohibits the Commission from requiring that tele-
phones “frequently needed for use by persons using hearing aids” be
retrofitted. This prohibition applies only to those telephones which
fit into neither of the other categories (“coin-operated telephones”
or “telephones provided for emergency use”) and which were not com-
patible on the of enactinent. In the event that, after enactment, a
gerson obtains an instrument that is not compatible with hearing aids

or installation as an essential telephone, this subsection does not
preclude an order requiring that the instruments be brought into
compliance. 4

BUBSECTION (g) OF NEW SBECTION 61¢: SPECIALIZED TEEMINAL RQUIPMENT

In its Computer II decigsion, the Commission required the provision
by carriers of terminal equipment for use in conjunction with the
interstate telecommunications network to “be separate and distinot
from the provision of common carrier communications services and
not offered on a tariffed basis.” * The detariffing of terminal equi t
will cause competition to drive prices to costs and will effectively pre-
vent the State commissions from regulating the price and other terms
under which the consumer obtains terminal equipment. The Commit-
tee believes that, as applied to disabled persons, such a policy could
lead to substantial price increases and reductions in the access to the
nationwide network which persons with disabilities currently enjoy.*
It is the purpose of this legislation to increase the access of thye pﬂysi-
cally impaired to new technologies and not to allow the level of service
currently available to deteriorate.

The Committee emphasizes that the exception required from Com-
puter II only applies to egluipment actuslly needed by disabled per-
sons. Any tarifls or subsidies from the base must be restricted
to those persons, to institutions which serve them, and to associates
who require compatible equipment regularly in order to communicste
with them,

Examples make clear the limited scope of the statutory exception.
Speakerphones may be vital to a person with impaired mobility; to a
businessman they are s mere convenience. This subsection would only
authorize a subsidy directed exclusively at the disabled. In the case

947 C.F.R. 64.702(e), as added. 77 F.C.C. 24 at 499. ’

® A study recently commissioned by the Department of Commeree observed :

“Although . . . deregulation may generate new industry competition and soperior prod-
uets at lower prices. Computer Inquiry I probably will bring with it a shift to cost-based
l)rieln:: thus. consumers will be forced to bear more and more of the actual cost of the
dnd{.vidunl services they use. . . . This type of pricing could cause substantial problems for

eal usera.

“A Natisnwide Com {ostions Byst {or the Heerin Iw: Strat Toward
Commercial Implementation, NTIA Contraet No. NT-81-8AC 0, prepa by SRI In-
ternational, at 10 (October 1081).” .. .
of equipment for non-voice communications by the disabled, the State
commission could extend a subsidy to non-handicap rsons who

require such equipment regularly to communicate with the disabled.
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The State commission may allow only reasonable and prudent costs
to be included in any tariff. The Committee intends that any exces-
give costs resulting from discriminatory procurement practices would
not be considered reasonable and prudent. To allow recovery in excess
of reasonable and prudent costs would severely distort the nationwide
market for terminal equipment.

Subsection (g) does not specify that offerings of specialized equip-
ment by carriers be under tarifl. As a result of this legislation, it will
be permissible to offer such equipment under tariff or on a deregulated
basis. Carriers may offer such equipment directly or t.hroua{x 8 sepa-
rate corporate entity under common control. In light of the record
of voluntary cooperation by the industry, the Committee found it un-
necessary specifically to address the possibility of a “recalcitrant car-
rier” that might de&me' to perticipate in a p of subsidized of-
ferings sanctioned by the State commission. Nor does the legislation
address the possible offering of terminal equipment to the handicapped
under federal tariffs,. These matters may be considered, if necessary,
in formulating the required modifications to Computer ir.

SUBSECTION (h) OF NEW S8BCTION 610 : ENFORCEMENT

The Committee believes that to avoid the imposition of undue reg-
_ ulatory burdens on carriers and other persons required to make com-

patible telephones available, uniform national standards are neces-
sary. Therefore, the legislation preempts the authority of States to
issue differing technical standards or substantive requirements relat-
ing to the comgﬁbﬂity of telephones with hearing aids. However,
the Committee believes that State enforcement of these uniform na-
tional standards would be cost-effective as it would avoid Federal ad-
judication of disputes that are essentially local in nature. Accordingly,
subeection (h) requires the Commission to delegate the enforcement
of subsections (a) and (el‘? to any State commission that adopts the
Federal regulations issued thereunder as its own. The delegation is
revoked if the State commission fails to enforce the regulations. The
Commission is expected to take all feasible steps to encourage the
States to accept enforcement responsibilities.

The Committee the Commission to act promptly—no later
than one year after the effective date of this Act—to establish detailed
standards for com(i)linnce. At the conclusion of this rulemaking, the
Commission should issue an order directing compliance with the reg-
ulations and pubilsh such order, with an easily understood explanation
thereof, in the Federal Register. The Committee believes that volun-
tary or expeditious compliance will be encouraged if a complainant
orrgtate commission serves a copy of such order on the alleged violator
prior to commencement of any proceeding. The regulations should
therefore provide a brief period after notification for compliance with
the order before any formal compliance proceeding may commence.

Caaxaes 1N Existing Law Mapx BY THE BILL, As RzroxTED

In compliance with clause 8 of Rule XIII of the Rules of théHouse
of Representatives, in existing law made by the bill, as re-
ported, are shown as fgllows (existing law pmapoeedy to be omitted'is
cnclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed*ih italic, existing
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman) : :
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COMMUNICATIONS ACT oF 1934

| * N » [ ] [ ] ]

TITLE VI-MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

L * [ ] ] [ ]  J ]
TELEPHONE BNRVICE FOR THE DISABLED

Skc. 610. (a) The Commission shall establish duch regulations as are
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with impaired hearing.

(b) The Commission shall require that essential telephones
mternal te£or effective use unth Iwarn;ga aids that are

designed for telephons use. For pw-pma o mbmtwﬂ, torm
telephones” means only com-operated Aones, telephones
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persons using such aids.
aé‘ Oommimon shall establish or approve cuoh teoAnéoal stand-

‘”‘Ldl oroe this section.
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of packaging materials for equipment as are needed io
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and hearing aids.
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tolc hone users, including persons with and without hearing impair-
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ing therefrom within one year after the date of enactment the Tele-
communications for the Disableq Aot of 1888. Thereafter the Com-
mission shall periodically review suoh 1ules and . Eocept
for oouvgpemud td'ephom and telephones or emergenocy
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achieve the purposes of this sechion.
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authority to enforoe within such State compliance witR the speoi fo
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oonditioned upon the adoption and enforoement of such regulations by
the State commdission, o



9ir CoNeress | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPOET
2d Seasion No. 97-888

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FOR THE DISABLED
ACT OF 1982

SerTeuBER 28, 1982.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union and ordered to be printed

Mr. DineELL, from the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
submitted the following

REPORT

[To accompany 8. 2855])
[Including cost estimate of the Congressicnal Budget Office]

The Committee on Energy and Commerce, to whom was referred
the bill (S. 2355) to amend the Communications Act of 1934 to provide
that persons with impaired hearmg are ensured reasonable access to
telephone service, having considered the same, f)ort favorably there-
on with amendments and recommend that the bill as amended do pass.

The amendinents are as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the
following:

That this act may be cited as the ‘“Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of
1982”,

8Eec. 2. The Congress finds that—

(1) all persons should have available the best telephone service which is
technologically and economically feasible;

(2) currently available technology is capable of providing telephone serv-
ice to some individuals who, because of hearing impairments, require tele-
phone reception by means of hearing alds with induction colls, or other
inductive receptors;

(8) the lack of technical standards ensuring compatibility between hearing
alds and telephones has prevented recelpt of the best telephone service which
i8 technologically and economically feasible ; and

(4) adoption of technical standards is required in order to ensure com-
patibility between telephones and hearing aids, thereby accommodating the
needs of individualis with hearing impalrments.

8eo. 8. Title VI of the Communications Act of 1984 (47 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) 18
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section:

‘TELZPHONE BERVICE FOBR THE DISABLED

“Sro. 610. (a) The Commission shall establish such regulations as are neces-
sary to ensure reasonable access to telephone service by persons with impaired
hearing.

“(b) The Commission shall require 1hat essential telephones provide internal
means for effective use with hearing aid that are specially designed for telephone

89-008 O
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use. For purposes of this subsection, the term ‘essential telephones’ means only
coin-operated telephones, telephones provided for emergency use, and other tele-
phones frequently needed for use by persons using such hearing aids.

“(e) The Commission shall establish or approve such technical standards as
are required to enforce this section.

“(d) The Commission shall establish such requirements for the labeling of
packaging materials for equipment as are needed to provide adequate informa-
tion to consumers on the compatibility between telephones and hearing alds.

“(e). In any rulemaking to implement the provisions of this section, the Com-
mission shall specifically consider the costs and beneflts to all telephone users,
including persons with and withont hearing impairments. The Commission shall
ensure that regulations adopted to implement this section encourage the use of
currently available technology and do not discourage or impair the development of
improved technology.

“(£) The Commission shall complete rulemaking actions required by this sec-
tion and issue specific and detalled rules ahd regulations resulting therefrom
within one year after the date of enactinent the Telecommunications for the
Disabled Act of 1982. Thereafter the Commission shall periodically review such
rules and regulations. Except for coin-operated telephones and telephones pro-
vided for emergency use, the Commission may not require the retrofitting of
equipment to achieve the purposes of thia section.

“(g) Any common carrier or connecting carrier miy provide specialized ter-
minal equipment needed by persons whose hearing, speech, vislon, or mobility
is impaired. The State commission may allow the carrier to recover in its tariffs
for regulated service reasonable and prudent costs not charged directly to users
of such equipment.

“(h) The Commission shall delegate to each State commission the authority
to enforce within such State compliance with the specific regulations that the
Commission issues under subsections (a) and (b), conditioned upon the adoption
and enforcement of such regulations by the State commisgaion.”.

Amend the title so as to read:

A bill to amend the Communications Act of 1934 to provide reasonable access
to telephone service for persons with impaired hearing and to enable telephone
companies to accommodate persons with other physical disabilities.

PurPOSE AND SUMMARY

The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982 directs the
Federal Communications Commission (the Commission) to address
the need of persons with impaired hearing to have reasonable access
to telephone cervice. In-particular, the Act requires the Commission to
establish uniform standards to ensure that essential telephones are
compatible with hearing aids throughout the Nation. The legislation
also permits States to continue programs that subsidize the provision
of specialized terminal equipment to persons with physical disabilities
and thereby assures handicapped persons continued access to vital
telecommunications services at affordable rates.

HrariNGs

The Subcommittee on Telecommunications, Consumer Protection,
and Finance held hearings on related provisions of H.R. 5158, the
Telecommunications Act of 1982, on February 26, 1982.

CoMmITTEE CONBIDERATIONS

On September 23, 1982 the full Committee on Energy and Com-
merce met in open markup session and, a quorum being pregent, con-
sidered H.R. 7168, adopting one amendment. Following adoption of
& motion to discharge the Subcommittee on Telecommunications, Con-
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sumer Protection, and Finance from further consideration of S. 2355,
a companion Senate bill, the Committee struck the text and long title
of S. 2355 ; substituted therefor the text and long title of H.R. 7168, as
amended by the Committee; and by voice vote, ordered S. 2355, as so
amended, reported to the House.

BackarouND AND NEED FOrR LEGISLATION

The Nation’s telephone companies have traditionally gone to sub-
stantial lengths to accommodate the needs of the physically impaired.
Over are years, the Bell System Companies have demonstrated a par-
ticular commitment to providing the feasible service to the handi-
capped. In fact, Alexander GI“{:ﬁam Bell invented the telephone in the
course of his endeavors to aid the deaf. One prominent example of the
continuing efforts of the industry has been the maintenance of public
telephones that are compatible with hearing aids. Today, all coin-
operated telephones that the Bell Operating Companies own can be
used with specially designed hearing aids; by the end of this year,
the same wiﬁ)l be true of telephones In territories served by GTE.

Presently, telephone companies also cooperate with State utility
commissions to ensure that persons with physical disabilities have ac-
cess to our telephone network. Dramatic evidence of this cooperation
is abundant. T]Ee totally deaf may obtain teletypewriters from many
local telephone companies. Artificial larynxes developed by Bell Labs
give voices to persons otherwise unable to speak. Persons with severe
mobility impairments can signal an operator by exhaling on a sus-
pended piece of tin foil that connects to a special telephone. On Sep-
tember 10, 1982, Bell Labs announced another breakthrough for the
disabled—a paralyzed individual would be able to activate a tele-
phone with his voice, speak the telephone number, and complete a call
without assistance. In many cases, the physically impaired can afford
these innovations only because local telephone companies provide
these types of equipment below cost. The general ratepayer shares the
unrecovered expenses of including disabled persons in the network.

In most States, carriers work with the State commission to develop
reasonable programs that meet the needs of the hearing aid user and
of other persons with special physical problems. But an unintended
consequence of a new government regulation would jeopardize this
status quo and make it impossible for the telephone company-effec-
tively to serve the handicapped.

The final decision of the 14Pederal Communications Commission in
the Second Computer Inquiry* is popularly known as Computer 11.
This order, which becomes effective in January, 1983, would prohibit
telephone companies from subsidizing terminal equipment and require
users to pay the full costs of equipment in theiiqhomes and places of
business. The Commission proposes to rely upon competition to pro-
vide telephone equipment at affordable prices. For most ratepayers,
deregulation may indeed ensure a competitive market in telephone
sets and eliminate subsidies for such sets from local rates. For the
digabled., however, the ban on cross-subsidization could mean unregu-
lated price increases on the costly devices that are necessary for them
to have access to the telephone network. Disabled persons who are

1 Docket 20828, final declsion released May 2, 1980, 77 F.C.C. 2d 384.
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unable to afford the full costs of this equipment will lose access to tele-
phone service. This would disserve the statutory goal of universal
service, deprive many individuals of the opportunity to have gainful
employment, and even require institutionalization of those disabled
})ersons whose health must be monitored. The costs to society of such
ost access, including impairment of the quality of life for disabled
Americans, far exceed the costs of maintaining service that the cur-
rent system allows telephone companies to include in their general rev-
enue requirements.

The existing regime relies on the private enterprise of telephone
carriers, rather than on a government bureaucracy, to ensure that the
handicapped have access to the universal telephone network. If the
Commission implements Computer II without modification, it would
be unrealistic to expect State and local governments to establish pro-
curement authorities to purchase and install the equipment vital to
the disabled. Even if the States could assume this burden, it is unlikely
that they could achieve the task as cost-effectively as the telephone

company.

e gommittee intends this legislation to benefit a specific class of
individuals—those who rely on telephones compatible with hearing
aids or who rely on other specialize(f terminal equipment. For years,
the special needs of these groups have not received adequate attention
at the Commission. The Commission has taken no action to resolve the
issues raised in Docket 78-50, opened four years ago in order to con-
sider standards for hearing aid compatibility and to resolve problems
facing the deaf. There is no evidence that the Commission gave any
congideration to the needs of the handicapped in the context of the
Second Computer Inquiry, which precludes State commissions from

uiring terminal equipment to be offered under tariff.
he Committee urges the Commission not to underestimate the im-
fmrt that inability to use the telephone has on a person with impaired
iearing or other handicaps. The policies set forth in the Telecom-
munications for the Disabled Act will ensure that these individuals
can participate as self-sustaining employees and consumers in the na-
tional economy and that they can safely and conveniently travel from
State to State with equal access to airports, hotels, restaurants, and
other places of public accommodation.?
Hearing impairments affect a large number of Americans in all age
oups.” The Commission has determined that 10.8 million citizens
ﬁgve sufficiently impaired hearing to require the use of a hearing aid.
Four hundred thousand are totally deaf, while twice that number
cannot understand any speech that is not amplified to a level that is
medically dangerous. One of the most frustrating aspects of hearing
impairment and deafness is the inability to use telecommunications
medis on which modern life has grown so dependent. Persons with
normal hearing may be unable fully to appreciate the pervasiveness of
the telephone both in commercial transactions and personal contacts.
The inability to use this instrument, except through an interpreter, is
not only a practical disability but a constant source of dependency and
personal frustration. Conversely, the ability indepemfently to use

2 Bach of these concerns 18 closely connected with interstate commerce. Cf. Katzenbach
v. McClung, 879 U.8. 294, 209 (1964) ; H.R. Rep. No. 914, 88th Cong.. 1st Sess. at 18.

3 According to the Office of Demographic Studles at Gallaudet College. more than 7 mil-
lon Americans suffer from significant loss of hearing in both ears. Hearing disabilities are
particularly widespread among the elderly.
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the telephone may enable persons with other severe handicaps—such
as paralysis or bﬁndness—to lead self-sufficient lives in reﬁl&r con-
tact with society. The Committee believes that making the benefits of
the technological revolution in telecommunications available to all
Americans, including those with disabilities, should be & priority of
our national telecommunications policy.

Total
e et e popeiation

Less than 5 6,000 43,000 70,000 16,344,000
S5wld 67,000 298,000 565,000 34,938,000
15t 24 72,000 366,000 1,159,000 42,474,000
Bt M 75,000 850,000 2,837,000 62,707,000
[LR. X 100,000 1993,000 4,479,000 44,497,000
Over 65 158,000  4437,000 7,020,000 25,544,000

Reliance on the private sector to provide access to telecommunica-
tions is particularly appropriate in times of fiscal austerity and con-
traction of government. Ensuring the availability of specialized
equipment may enable handicapped individuals to support themselves,
and in many cases to avoid institutionalization. The Committee is par-
ticularly interested in promoting devices that enable the elderly and
the disabled safety to lead independent self-supporting lives. For the
paralyzed veterans, “hands-off” telephone equipment may mean the
difference betewen Being able to live at home and work in an office or
leading a life of constant surveillance in a hospital. Recently, radio
devices have been developed that alert a patients’ doctor if he fails
to signal periodically that he is not in need of medical assistance.
The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act allows these various
devices to be offered at affordable rates, whether or not a patient is
institutionalized, thereby reducing hospital costs and encouraging
more economic treatment of the physicalg7 impaired as outpatients.

The purpose of the reported bill is not to freeze technology, but
rather to ensure that all persons enjoy the benefits of technological
improvements in the telephone network, whether or not they are dis-
abled. The Committee recognizes that some new technologies will make
improved service possible for the ordinary user, but also may have }Eg-
tentially adverse impacts on disabled individuals. For example, the
telephone company may in the future replace operator-assisted direc-
tory listings with a video terminal. While offering substantial econo-
mies and improved service to most individuals, such a change would
eliminate a feature of the network upon which the blind currently rely.
Instead of continuing to offer directly assistance for the blind, the most
economical solution may be to provide specialized terminal equipment,
perhaps actuated by voice, for use by these individuals. Subsection (g)
permits the telephone company to implement these efficient solutions
to the problems of the disabled. It allows certain terminal equipment
to be treated as if it were “part of the network,” the costs of which all
users share in order to preserve and enhance universality of service.

The Communications Act of 1934 mandates universal service, as do
most State statutes that regulate intrastate communications. To the
cxtent that a change in the network (such as a reduction in power lev-
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els) confers substantial benefits-on most users, but impairs universality
of service by excluding disabled groups (such as persons using hearing
aids), the gommission or State commission may require carriers to
continue using current technologies. By allowing carriers to internalize
in the ratebase the costs of making terminal equipment compatible with
the technological development of the network, the regulatory authority
can reconcile the competing policies and reach an economically supe-
rior result. In testimony, Mr. Dennis Sullivan of AT&T discussed this
need for such flexibility with regard to the hearing impaired:

The door must be left open for future developments. . . .
There may be other solutions to the coupling problem that are
far superior to today’s inductive coupling. Signal processing
technology—currently avaiiable on a chip—could someday
(perhaps within a decade)—through the use of noise can-
cellation techniques and low-frequency emphasis—facilitate
vastly improved accoustic coupling in hearing aids. This tech-
nology is being sued today in satellite transmission circuits.
Hearing aid wearers are entitled to benefit from these and
other advantages that might result from advancing technol-

0gYy.
g%‘his is particularly important in light of the obvious trend
in future telephone technology which is moving toward low-
power, lightwave and digital systems. These future systems
are expected to use new types of receiver units which will offer
many advantages : smaller size, lighter weight, improved voice
quality reception, significantly lower manufacturing costs and
correspondingly lower consumer rates. Unfortunately, these
future systems will also make built-in inductive coupling ca-
pability prohibitively expensive. [Emphasis supplied. |

Effective use of telephones by persons with impaired hearing is the
goal that this legislation seeks to realize. The current arrangements
for inductive coupling are only a means to achieve that goal. The
legislation does not seek to entrench this technology, but rather to
promote new, compatible technologies that provide 1improved service
to all persons, with or without hearing impairments. Consistent with
this policy, new Section 610(g) of the Communications Act of 1934
maintains an efficient financial mechanism to assure that telephone
companies continue their historic role in making available the best
technologically and economically feasible service to persons with
impaired hearing or other physical disabilities.

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS

Pursuant to clause (2) (1) (3) (A) of Rule XTI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committee has made oversight findings
as set forth in this report.

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Pursuant to clause 2(1) (3) (D) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committes on Government Operations
has submitted no oversight findings to the Committee.
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COMMITTEE COST ESTIMATE

In compliance with clause 7(a) of Rule XTII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committee does not believe that S. 2355
as reported will impose costs on the Federal government. Although
the legislation provides specific instructions with regard to a pending
rulemaking, it believes that expeditious action along the lines sug-
gested is necessary in any event. In all other regards, the Committee
adopted the estimate provided by the Congressional Budget Office.

ConaressioNaL Bupeer Orrice Cost EsTIMATE

U.S. Concress,
ConcressioNar. Bupeer OFFicE,
’ ‘Washington, D.C., September 24, 1982.
Hon. Jouwn D. DingELL, :
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, Rayburn House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Caarman : Pursuant to Section 403 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, the Congressional Budget Office has reviewed
S. 2355, the Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982, as
ordered reported by the House Committee on Energy and Commerce,
SeEtember 22, 1982.

S. 2355 would require the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) to develop regulations to ensure reasonable access to telephone
service to the hearing impaired. While a similar rulemaking has been
initiated by the FCé the legislation would broaden the authority of
the FCC in this area. Based on information provided by the FCC, it
is estimated that an additional $200,000 could be required for staff time
plus overhead in 1983 in order to complete this rulemaking within one
year after the date of enactment, as required in the bill. In addition,
it is likely that a minimum level of monitoring and enforcement would
be required for approximately one year after completion of the rule-
making, although the cost” of these activities is not expected to be
significant. '

Should the Committee so desire, we would be pleased to provide fur-
ther details on this estimate. -

Sincerely,
p Avxce M. Rivrin, Director.

INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 2(1) (4) of Rule XTI of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the Committee states that S. 2355 as reported
will have no measurable impact on wages and prices in the national
economy.

Secrion By SeEcTioN ANALYSIS

Section 1. This séction states the short title of the legislation is
“The Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 1982.”

Section 2. This section sets forth findings that establish the need
to make available technologies that accommodate persons with im-
paired hearing, and states the policy that all persons, including the
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disabled, should have available the best telecommunications service
that is technologically and economically feasible.

Section 3. This section adds a new section 610, entitled “Telephone
Service for the Disabled,” to the Communications Act of 1934. Such
new section consists of nine subsections, as follows:

SUBSECTION (a) OF NEW SECTION 610: REASONABLE ACCESS FOR
THE HEARING IMPAIRED

This subsbction directs the attention of the Commission to the spe-
cial problems of persons with impaired hearing. The mandate of the
Commission to ensure reasonable access to telepflone service is limited
to regulations and technical standards that ensure the availability
of terminal equipment and transmission service for persons with im-
paired hearing and that govern the use of such equipment and its
mtedrconnectlon with telephone services for the transmission of voice
or data.

These regulations may not impose unnecessary or unjustifiable costs
on any party. Before promulgating any regulation under this sub-
section, the Commission must consider the costs the proposed require-
ments would impose and the benefits that would result for the hear-
ing impaired and those with whom they communicate.

SUBSECTION (b) OF NEW SECTION 610 : COMPATIBILITY OF
ESSENTIAL TELEPHONES

The legislation requires that essential telephones provide internal
means for effective use with hearing aids that are specially designed
for telephone use. Most hearings aids have a built-in telephone pickup,
or “telecoil,” which is activated by a switch on the hearing aid. When
this switch is placed in the “telephone” position, the microphone is
turned off and the hearing aid can be used at full volume without
feedback and with minimal background noise. Unless this type of
hearing aid becomes technologically obsolete at some future time and
disappears from popular use, it will be considered “specially designed
for telephone use.” Currently, these hearing aids are activated by the
strong magnetic field generated by some 30 percent of all telephone
receivers, such as the Western Electric 500 set.

The Committee chose not to specify that telephones necessarily use
this method, known as “inductive coupling,” in order to encourage any
new technology which is at Jeast equal to the quality of use that induc-
tive coupling currently provides.* A telephone that couples inductively
(without the use of a portable ad-apterf would, however, satisfy this
requirement to provide internal means for effective use with hearing
a.i&s specially designed for telephone use.® Subsection (b) does not re-
quire telephones to include internal amplifiers; these devices, which are
available in some public telephones, enhance use of the telephone by
some persons with impaired hearing, whether or not their hearing aids
are specially designed for telephone use.

4 Although the additional costs of making telePhones that are compatible with hearing
alds are not now significant, it is possible that {mprovements In the network—such as a
reduction In power levela—may increase this differential in cost.

8 Persons with impaired hearing have complained that external adapters are too bulky
to carry conveniently. draw attention to an apparent disability that has been overcome in
all other situations, are susceptible to loss and damage, and require lacement of batterles
after 00 hours of use (potentially at an Inconvenlent time). Western Electric has an-

nounced plans to introduce a newly deelgned adapter that will mitigate some of these
inconveniences.
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The reported bill does not require all telephones to be compatible
with hearing aids. Rather, the bill preserves consumer choice while
ensuring that the needs of the hearing impaired are fully served. The
legislation focuses on those “essential telephones” to which the hearing
impaired must have access if they are to function effectively in modern
sometly. Companies are free to manufacture and to market non-com-
patible telephones, and businesses and consumers may purchase these
instruments for use by persons who do not have hearing impairments.

“Easential Telephones”

The reported bill sets forth three classes of “essential telephones.”
each of which must be precisely delineated in the rulemaking that the
Commission conducts under new section 610(f). Under no circum-
stances may the Commission designate as an essential telephone any
residential telephone or any other telephone if all the E‘ersons who
would normally use it do not have hearing impairments. The require-
ments that federal regulations issued pursuant to this subsection im-

will preempt any existing or future State or local regulations
hat require telephones to provide internal means for effective use with
hearing aids.
“Comm-Operated Telephones”

The term “coin-operated telephone” includes any telephone which
is operated with coins, whether it is located on public property or in
a “semipublic” location (such as a drug store, gas station, or private
club). Since significant electrical power is required to accept coins,
compatibility is now economical and should continue to be so in the
future. Although the requirement that coin-operated telephones be
retrofitted is universal in application, the overwhelming majority of
coin phones are already hearing-aid compatible.

“T'elephones Provided for Emergency Use”

The definition that the rulemaking adopts for “telephone provided
for emergency use” must enumerate the types of locations 1n which
access to a tele%hone may save persons from serious bodily injury,
theft, or a life-threatening situation. The Committee intends that the
term be defined to include voice-carrying devices in elevators, mine-
shafts, and other places where a person with impaired hearing might
be isolated in an emergency. The term must also include telephones
specifically installed to alert the 1E)Olice, fire department, or other emer-
gency autﬁorities; typically such a telephone cannot reach other per-
sons on the network. Finally, the Commission should presecribe specific
guidelines for telephones provided to avoid life-threatening situa-
tions in hospitals and other institutions in which persons with im-
paired hearing may be confined.

“Telephones Frequently Needed by Persons with Impaired Hearing”

The third group of essential telephones to be defined by rule, those
“frequently needed by persons with impaired hearing,” must be hear-
ing-aid compatible, but the legislation specifically prohibits the Com-
mission from requiring equipment installed prior to the effective date
of the Act to be retrofitted. This class includes any telephone that a
carrier makes available for public use that is not either coin-operated
or provided for emergency use. For example, after the date of enact-
ment, new “Charge-a-Call” phones (or at least a reasonable number
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at each location) must be compatible with hearing aids unless they
are in the proximity of compatible phones providing the same range
of service. The Committee intends that the Commission employ a
common-sense approach; if a usable pay phone is nearby and readily
available, the incompatible instrument is not “needed by the hearing
impaired.”

e Committee further intends that the Commission include essen-
tial telephones operated by persons other than carriers in this category
after a detailed examination of the costs involved and of the benefits
that the hearing-impaired and those with whom they communicate will
realize. The definitions must be specific and provide detailed guidance
as to the locations where such telephones must be available. These
federal standards will preempt any additional or inconsistent require-
ments by State of local authorities.

Although the following examples of “‘telephones frequentlv needed
by persons with impaired hearing” illustrate the intent of the Com--
mittee, it may be necessary periodically to revise the definition of such
telephones if the incremental cost of making the telephones compatible
increases or decreases.

Places of Business—In the ahsence of extraordinary costs of im-
plementation, persons with impaired hearing should be confident that
they can effectively use any telephone made generally available to
invitees in a place of business or in a public building, including phones
restricted to local ealling areas or to internal extensions.

Workplaces—The Committee is also concerned that inability to use
telephones should not impair the productivity of persons using a hear-
ing aid in their place of work. An employee with impaired hearing
should have access to at least one compatible telephone unless his duties
would not involve the use of such a telephone if it were available.
Regulations must be sufficiently specific to enable employers to comply
without undue risk of an unexpectedly adverse interpretation in a
subsequent proceeding for compliance.

Hotels and Motels—The Committee observes that current law al-
lows the Commission directly to regulate the offering of telephone
gervice by hotel and motel owners. See Ambassador, Inc. v. United
States; 325 U.S. 317 (1944). The legislation does not, however, impose
costly re(ﬂuirements on these businesses. As an alternative to providing
compatible telephones in every room, a hotel may set aside a reasonable
number of rooms (under a formula that the regulations will specify)
for the hearing impaired. Alternatively, the hotel owner may main-
tain a supply of compatible instruments and install them at the request
af a guest who uses a hearing aid.

“Require That Essential Telephones Provide”

The Committee was concerned that the phase requiring essential
telephones to “be designed, manufactured, and operated so as to pro-
vide internal means for effective use with hearing aids” could be con-
strued to permit the FCC to impose a requirement on manufacturers
to design or produce compatible equipment. The reported bill resolves
any such ambiguity by using more direct language : “The Commission
shall require that essential telephones provide internal means for effec-
tive use. . . .” This clarifies the intent of the Committee that com-
pliance depend on how an instrument is used, not how it is manufac-
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tured. It would not violate the Act to design or manufacture a non-
compatible phone, if it is labeled according to applicable regulations.
It would violate the Act, however, to use or to connect with the net-
work a noncompatible instrument under circumstances causing it to be
designated an “essential telephone.”

The legislation does not impose an obligation on any specific person
to manufacture compatible equipment. ’Ig}?e Committee expects com-
petitive markets to supply equipment for use with hearing aids at
affordable prices. For example, equipment such as the Bell System’s
“U-Type” handset, introduced by Western Electric more than 20 years
ago, has also been manufactured by Northern Telecom, ITT, and
Stromberg Carlson. According to the Electronic Industries Associa-
tion, over 80 percent of all telephones in the United States are now
comdpatible. An even larger })ercentage of essential tele;l)hones is al-
ready in compliance. The Bell System has installed auxiliary coils to
make all of its coin-operated telephones and “Charge-a-Call” stations
compatible, and GTE has announced that it will complete a similar
jprogram by the end of the year. Western Electric will shortly intro-

uce & new generation of compatible handsets, so compatible equip-
ment should%fe widely available in the foreseeable future.

BUBSECTION (¢) OF NEW SHCTION 610 : TECHNICAL STANDARDS

The Committes notes that the hearing aid industry and the tele-
phone industry have made substantial progress toward establishing
technical standards to ensure compatibiﬁty of hearing aids and tele-
phones and expects similar efforts to resolve most conflicting standards
on other areas. The Committee intends the Commission to rely on the
development of standards by industry, but this section also gives the
Commuission authority to set such standards in the absence of industry
agreement or in the event consumers establish that the standard fails
to provide satisfactory results.

The Committee does not intend technical standards to freeze tech-
nology by specifying a permissible design and excluding potentially
superior alternatives. The Commission should expedjtiotlns%y accept any
new design which is compatible with existing technologies and pro-
vides results which are equivalent or superior to these achieved by an
existing standard.

The Committee intends that any standards established by the Com-
mission (or develoFed by industry and approved by the Commission)
should be nationally umiform, and that States be preempted from es-
tablishing conflicting technical standards. With the exception of this
subsection and subsection (b), nothing in the legislation changes the
division of jurisdictional responsibility between the Commission and
the State commissions or in any other way diminishes the rights and
authorities of the States as they existed on the date of enactment.

The Committee intends that the application of technical standards
take place in the context of current C%mmission regulations. Part 68
of the rules of the Commission requires customers connecting terminal
equipment to the public switched network to supply the telephone
company with registration numbers for the types of equipment to be
connected.® In order to make their equipment marketable, manufac-

*47 C.F.R. 68.102.
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turers submit each equipment type to the Commission for registra-
tion, which is approved only if it is determined that the use of the
equipment will not harm the network. The conditions for registration
include the performance of environmental simulations, which test the
equipment to be registered in its intended use.” The Committee expects
that the Commission will require manufacturers applying for type

istrations of telephone sets to specify whether the equipment pro-
vides internal means for effective use with hearing aids, and that engi-
neering tests will verify that e%:li nt intended for such use meets
the technical standards established pursuant to this subsection. For
telephone sets not meeting these standards, the Commission would
issue a registration condition on the use of the instrument only in
circumstances that would not cause it to be designated an “essential
telephone.” This limitation would be clearly disclosed to the purchaser,
who would be prohibited from using the instrument except as a non-
essential telephone.

SUBSECTION (d) OF NEW BECTION 610: LABELING OF PACKAGING MATERIALS

Subsection (d) directs the Commission to develop requirements for
packaging materials that explain, in a clear understandable manner,
whether and how persons with impaired hearing may use such equip-
ment effectively. Although the legislation does not specifically require
manufactureres to label telephone equipment, the Committee observes
that it would be desirable for persons using hearini% aids to be able
i:lo identify noncompatible telephones whenever traveling outside their

omes.

SBUBSECTION (e) OF NEW BECTION 610: REGULATORY CONSIDERATIONS

The legislation delegates to the Commission the establishment of
precise requirements in an area of considerable complexity. Moreover,
the Committee expects economic and technological possibilities and
constraints to shift rapidly. Therefore, this subsection states the
policies that the Committee intends to guide the initial rulemaking and
a.n% subsequent revisions.

he Commission must consider the costs and benefits of any regu-
lation implemented or rescinded pursuant to this section. Although
the statutory language refers to “all telephone users, with or without
hearing impairments,” the Committee also intends a consideration of
social costs and benefits indirectly related to telephone use, including
the benefits of reduced institutionalization, increased mobility, and en-
hanced productivity by disabled persons.

SUBSHCTION (f) OF NEW S8ECTION 610 : RULEMAKING ; PROSPECTIVITY

The Committee is concerned by the failure of the Commission ex-
editiously to conclude Docket 78-50, “Telecommunications for the
f and Hearin Impaired.” Accordingly, it mandates that the Com-
mission take final action in this rulemaking and issue the regulations
that this section requires within one year.
The Committee also intends that the Commission review regulations
issued under subsections (a), (b), and (c¢) in order to assure that they

747 C.F.B. 68.302.
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continue to provide the most cost-effective solution consistent with
changing tec olo%y.

In order to implement subsection (g), the Committee expects the
Commission to issue conforming modifications relating to specialized
terminal equipment prior to January 1, 1983, the effective date of its
final decision 1n Computer 11. )

The legislation prohibits the Commission from reqlllliru}g that tele-
phones “frequently needed for use by persons using hearing aids” be
retrofitted. This prohibition applies only to those telephones which
fit into neither of the other categories (‘“coin-operated telephones”
or “telephones provided for emergency use”) and which were not com-
patible on the date of enactment. In the event that, after enactment, a

rson obtains an instrument that is not compatible with hearing aids

or installation as an essential telephone, this subsection does not
preclude an order requiring that the instruments be brought into
compliance.

‘SUBSECTION (g) OF NEW SECTION 610: SPECIALIZED THRMINAL RQUIPMENT

In its Computer IT decision, the Commission required the provision
by carriers of terminal equipment for use in conjunction with the
interstate telecommunications network to “be separate and distinct
from the provision of common carrier communications services and
not offered on a tariffed basis.” @ The detarifling of terminal equipment
will cause competition to drive prices to costs and will effectively pre-
vent the State commissions from regulating the price and other terms
under which the consumer obtains termi];:ﬁ equipment. The Commit-
tee believes that, as applied to disabled persons, such a policy could
lead to substantial price increases and reductions in the access to the
nationwide network which persons with disabilities currently enjoy.”
It is the purpose of this legislation to increase the access of the physi-
cally impaired to new technologies and not to allow the level of service
currently available to deteriorate.

The Committee emphasizes that the exception required from Com-
puter II only applies to equipment actually needed by disabled per-
sons. Any tariffs or subsgg.ies from the rate base must be restricted
to those persons, to institutions which serve them, and to associates
who require compatible equipment regularly in order to communicate
with them.

Examples make clear the limited scope of the statutory exception.
Speakerphones may be vital to a person with impaired mobility; to a
businessman they are a mere convenience. This subsection would only
authorize a subsidy directed exclusively at the disabled. In the case

47 C.F.R. 64.702(e), as added. 77 F.C.C. 2d at 409.

® A ptudy recently commissioned by the Department of Commerce observed :

“Although . , . deregulation may generate new industry competition and superior prod-
ucts at lower prices, Computer Inquiry II probably will bring with it a shift to cost-based

ricing ; thus. consumers will be forced to bear more and more of the actual cost of the
dm’lifvidun.l gervices they use. . . . This type of pricing could cause substantial problems for

eaf users.

“A Nationwide Communioations SCyatom Jor the Hearing Impaired: Strate Toward

Commercial Implementation, NTIA Contract No. NT-81-8AC-00070, prepared by SRI In-
ternational, at 10 (October 1881).”

of equipment for non-voice communications by the disabled, the State
commission could extend a subsidy to non-handicapped persons who
require such equipment regularly to communicate with the disabled.
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‘The State commission may allow only reasonable and prudent costs
to be included in any tal'iﬁ? The Committee intends that any exces-
give costs resulting from discriminatory procurement practices would
not be considered reasonable and prudent. To allow recovery in excess
of reasonable and prudent costs would severely distort the nationwide
market for terminal equipment.

Subsection (g) does not specify that offerings of specialized equip-
ment by carriers be under tariff. As a result lonfshis legislation, it will
be permissible to offer such equipment under tariff or on a deregulated
basis. Carriers may offer such equipment directly or through a sepa-
rate corporate entity under common control. In light of t%)e- record
of voluntary cooperation by the industry, the Commaittee found it un-
necessary specifically to address the possibility of a “recalcitrant car-
rier” that might decline to participate in a program of subsidized of-
ferings sanctioned by the g)tate commission. Nor does the legislation
address the possible offering of terminal equipment to the hanfilcapped
under federal tariffs. These matters may be considered, if necessary,
in formulating the required modifications to Computer Ir.

SUBSECTION (h) OF NEW SECTION 610: ENFORCEMENT

The Committee believes that to avoid the imposition of undue reg-
ulatory burdens on carriers and other persons required to make com-
patible telephones available, uniform national standards are neces-
sary. Therefore, the legislation preempts the authority of States to
issue differing technical standards or substantive requirements relat-
ing to the compatibility of telephones with hearing aids. However,
the Committee believes that State enforcement of these uniform na-
tional standards would be cost-effective as it would avoid Federal ad-
judication of disputes that are essentially local in nature. Accordingly,
subsection (h) requires the Commission to delegate the enforcement
of subsections (a) and (b) to any State commission that adopts the
Federal regulations issued thereunder as its own. The delegation is
revoked if the State commission fails to enforce the regulations. The
Commission is expected to take all feasible steps to encourage the
States to accept enforcement responsibilities.

The Committee expects the Commission to act promptly—no later
than one year after the effective date of this Act—to establish detailed
standards for compliance. At the conclusion of this rulemaking, the
Commission should issue an order directing compliance with the reg-
ulations and pubilsh such order, with an easily understood explanation
thereof, in the Federal Register. The Committee believes that volun-
tary or expeditious compliance will be encouraged if a complainant
or State commission serves a copy of such order on the alleged violator
prior to commencement of any proceeding. The regulations should
 therefore provide a brief periocf after notification for compliance with
the order before any formal compliance proceeding may commence.

Cuaxngrs 1N Existing Law Mabre By THE BIrL, As RePoRTED

In compliance with clause 3 of Rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as re-
ported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted is
enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman) :
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CoMMUNICATIONs ACT oF 1934

* * . * » * * *
TITLE VI—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
* * * . * * *

TELEPHONE BERVICE FOR THE DISABLED

Src. 610. (a) The Commission shall establish such regulations as are
necessary to ensure reasonable access to telephone service by persons
- with iwszaz'red hearing.

(b) T'he Commission shall require that essential telephones provide
internal means for effective use with hearings aids that are specially
designe((idfor telephone use. For purposes of this subsection, the term
“essential telephones” means only comn-operated telephones, telephones
provided for emergency use, and other telehpones frequently needed
Jor use by persons using such hearing aids. '

¢) The Commission shall establish or approve such technical stand-
ards as are required. to enforce this section.

(d) The Commission shall establish such requirements for the label-
Z}q of packaging materials for equipment as are needed to provide

equate information to consumers on the compatibility between tele-
phones and hearing aids.

(62' In any rulemalking to implemens the provisions of this 88017’1;1;2
the Commission shall specifically consider t/:;r costs and benefits to
telephone users, including persons with and without hearing impair-
ments. The Commission shall ensure that regulations adopted to im-
plement this section encourage the use of currently avaidable tech-
nology and do not discourage or impair the development of improved
techmology.

H TZe Commission shall complete rulemaking actions required by
this section and issue specific and detailed rules and regulations result-
ing therefrom within one year after the date of enactment the Tele-
communications for the Disabled Act of 198%. Thereafter the Com-
mission shall periodically review such 1ules and regulations. Eacept
for coin-operated telephones and telephones prom'dgd for emergency
use, the Ugemmz'ssion may not require the retrofitting of equipment to
achieve the purposes of this seotion.

g) Any comunon carrier or connecting carrier may provide spe-
cialized terminal equipment needed by persons whose hearing, speech,
vigion, or mobility is impaired. The State commaission may allow the
currier to recover in its tarifs Zfor requlated service reasonable and
prudent costs not charged direct Zyeto users of such equipment.

(h) The Commission shall delegate to each State commission the
authority to enforce within such State compliance with the 3pemzic
requlations that the Commdission issues under subsections (a) and (0),
conditioned upon the adoption and enforcement of such regulations by
the State commission. O



